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ABSTRACT

W e carry out a num erical hydrodynam ical m odeling for the evolution of a
relativistic collin ated out ow, as it Interacts w ith the surrounding m edium , and
calculate the light-curve resulting from synchrotron em ission ofthe shocked uid.
T he hydrodynam ic equations are reduced to 1-D by assum Ing axial sym m etry
and Integrating over the radial pro ke of the ow, thus considerably reducing
the com putation tine. W e present results or a num ber of di erent Iniial gt
structures, ncliding several di erent power-law s and a G aussian pro ke for the
dependence of the energy per unit solid angl, , and the Lorentz factor, , on
the angle from the £t symm etry axis. O ur choice of param eters for the various
calculations is m otivated by the current know ledge of relativistic out ow s from
gam m a-ray bursts and the observed afterglow light-curves. Com parison of the
light curves for di erent £t pro les with GRB afterglow observations provides
constraints on the gt structure. One of the mamn results we nd is that the
transverse uid velocity in the com oving frame (v¢) and the soeed of sideways
expansion, or snooth £t pro ks, is typically much sm aller than the soeed of
sound (c) throughout m uch of the evolution ofthe &t; v approaches ¢ when
along the gt axisbecom es of order a few (for Jarge angular gradient of ,wv g
whilke is still large). This result suggests that the dynam ics of relativistic
structured gtsm ay be reasonably described by a sin pl analytic m odelw here
is Independent oftin g, as long as along the ftaxis is larger than a few .

Sub¥ct headings: gam m a—rays: bursts { gam m a-rays: theory
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1. Introduction

The great advance In our understanding of Gamm a-Ray Bursts (GRBs) in the last
ve years has largely resulted from the ocbservation and m odeling of afterglow radiation {
am ission cbserved for days to m onths after the end of a GRB, n the X-ray, optical and
radio bands. The basic procedure for cbtaining infom ation about the explosion, such as
the energy release, opening angk of the em ergent gt, the density of the medim in the
Inm ediate vicinity of the GRB etc., is by com paring the observed afterglow light-curve
w ith the theoretically calculated ux W iprs & Galam a 1999; G ranot, P iran & Sardi 1999b;
Chevalier & 1L.12000; Panaitescu & Kum ar 2001a,, 2002). M ost workson GRB Etsassum e
a hom ogeneous (or top hat’) #t, where all the hydrodynam ic quantities of the gt, such as
its Lorentz factor and energy density, are the sam e w ithin som e nite, wellde ned, opening
anglk around the gt axis, and drop to zero at larger angles.

A oom parison oftheoretically calculated light-curves, under several sim plifying assum p—
tions described below (and assum ing a top hat’ gt), with observed light-curves in X -ray,
optical, and radio bands for 8 GRB s, has led to a num ber of interesting results (P anaiescu
& Kum ar 2001b). Perhaps the m ost ram arkable discovery is that the kinetic energy in the
relativistic out ow is nearly the same, within a factor of 5, for the s=t of eight GRBs. A
sim ilar result has been obtained by Piran et al. (2001) through a m ethod which requires
fewer assum ptions. Frailet al. (2001) have also found that the energy radiated in GRBs
does not vary much from one burst to another. The opening anglke for GRB Fts is found to
be in the range of 2{20 degrees, and the density of the externalm ediuim in the vicinity of
GRBs is estin ated to be between 10 ° and 30 an . M oreover, there isno m evidence
for the density to vary as inverse squared distance In all but one case P rce et al. 2002;
Panaitescu & Kum ar, 2002), which is surprising in light of the currently popular m odel for
GRBs { the colbpsarm odel.

T he possibility that GRB #ts can disgplay an angular structure, ie. that the Lorentz
factor, , and energy perunit solid angle, , n the GRB out ow can vary sn oothly aspower
laws in the angle from the Ft axis, was proposed by M eszaros, Rees & W ifrs (1998).
Reoently, In view of the evidence described above for a roughly constant energy in the
gam m a-ray em ission and in the kinetic energy of the afterglow shodk, it has been suggested
that GRB Ftsm ight have a universal structure, and the di erences In the cbserved properties
of GRBs and their afterglow s arise due to di erent view ng angles, s, W It the Et axis
(Lipunov, Postnov & P rokhorov 2001; R ossi, Lazzati& Rees2002; Zhang & M eszaros 2002).
In this Interpretation, the £t break in the light curve occurs when the Lorentz factor along
the Iline of sight, (s), drops to obls, so that the ¥t break tine, t;, is determ ined by

the view Ing angle, s, rAther than by the opening angl of the Yop hat’ #t, as in the
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conventional Interpretation.

T he calculation of light—curves from a shodk-heated, collin ated, relativistic out ow has
been carried outby a few research groups Rhoads1999;Panaiescu & M eszaros1999; K um ar
& Panaitescu 2000; M oderski, Sikora & Bulk 2000; G ranot et al. 2002). However, m ost
of the works to date have been based on a sin pli ed m odel for the £t dynam ics and on a
num ber ofad-hoc assum ptions. A llthe above works assum e a top hat’ gt, and furthem ore,
m ost ofthem m odelthe dynam ics ofthe Et at tin esm uch greater than the deceleration tim e
asuniform expansion at the sound soeed or the soeed of Iight (in the local rest fram e of the
shocked uid){ the resultsare nearly the sam e forboth ofthese cases. Sin ilar sin pli cations
werem ade In the recent work on a universal structured gt Rossi, Lazzati& Rees2002).An
exception to this, is the work of G ranot et al. (2001), where the dynam ics of an initial top
hat’ gt were caloulated using a hydrodynam ic sin ulation, and the resulting light curves were
calculated num erically. H owever, such hydrodynam ic sin ulations are very tin e consum ing,
and di cul to apply to a structured Et, so that there is currently no rigorous treatm ent of
the hydrodynam ic evolution of a structured F£t. In this paper we develop such a rigorous
treatm ent for the dynam ics of structured Fts, which at the same tin e is not very tine
consum Ing and m ay becom e practicalto nclude In  ts to afterglow cbservations.

Another simpli cation made In previous works (including all the works m entioned
above), and in the lack ofa better altemative, is also m ade In thiswork, is that the strength
ofthem agnetic eld and the energy In the electrons are detem ined by assum ing that the en—
ergy densities of them agnetic eld and of the electrons are constant fractions ofthe internal
energy density of the shocked uid. It is unclear how som e of the sim plifying assum ptions
In the afferglow light-curve m odeling e ect the overall burst param eters and properties we
have Inferred as described above.

Som e progress hasbeen m ade recently tow ard understanding the generation ofm agnetic
elds In relativistic collisionless shocks: the num erical sin ulations ofM edvedev (2002) show
thatm agnetic elds generated behind ocollisionless relativistic shodks via the W edbel Instabil-
ity M edvedev & Loeb 1999) do not decay to very low valuesw ithin a short distance behind
the shodk, as was previously thought (G ruzinov 1999, 2001), but rather approach a nie
value In the buk ofthe shodked uid behind the shodk, which m ight be com patible w ith the
values nferred from afterglow observations. M oreover, them odeling ofGRB afterglow light-
curves indicates that the energy fraction in electrons is close to equipartition (Panaitescu
& Kum ar, 2001b), hence the param etrization of electron energy does not appear to be a
serious drawbadk for current m odels. Thus, at present, one of the biggest uncertainties in
the afterglow m odeling is the assum ption of a uniform gt and the simpli ed £t dynam ics.
T he purpose of this paper is to ram edy this situation and develop a mudch m ore realistic
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model for GRB Fts. Fiting afferglow ocbservations with light-curves that are calculated
using a realistic £t model & dynam ics m ay both constrain the structure 0of GRB Ets (the
Initial distribution of the Lorentz factor and energy per unit solid anglk as a function of the
angl from the gt axis), and provide m ore accurate estin ates for the physical param eters,
which include the extemal density pro ke and the param eters describing the m icro-physics
of relativistic collissionless shocks.

In the next section ®2) we discuss the evolution of structured Fts. Tn x2.1 we describe
our hydrodynam ical schem e where we begin from the full hydrodynam ic equations, assum e
axial symm etry and Integrate over the radial structure, thus reducing the problem to a set
of one dim ensional partialdi erential equations that are solved num erically. The initialand
boundary conditions are outlined in x2 2, whilk resuls for som e physically interesting cases
are shown In x2.3. In x3 we describe the light-curve calculation and com pare the results of
hydro sin ulations wih a sinpli ed m odel. Them ain resuls are summ arized in x4.

2. Jetm odeling

W e begin wih a bref description of the uniform £t m odel, and then we describbe in
som e detail the evolution of a m ore realistic, structured, gt and the afterglow light-curves
resulting from eam ission by the shock heated m edium swept up by the Et.

M ost caloulations of GRB light—curves have assum ed that the properties of the relativis—
tic out ow do not vary across the gt, and that the &t dynam ics is describbed by a unifom
lateral expansion In the com oving fram e, at close to the speed of sound, ¢, which fora hot
relativistic plagn a is 3 1™ tim es the speed of light, c. T hese assum ptions drastically sin plify
the calculation of the evolution of the ®t opening angle, 5, with tin e: the Increase In the
lateral size ofthe £t In comoving tine %, iscs %o, and so the change to its angular size is

§= G ko7r= (=0 r=( ),on

&
Re
[

T his equation, together w ith the energy conservation equation, describe the dynam ics of a
uniform relativistic disk ora gt. T he I plication ofthisequation isthat the £t opening anglke

j startsto increasewhen  dropsbelow !, and from that tin e onward the ft opening angle
ismughly !.A detailed discussion ofthe unifom -t dynam ics and lightcurve calculation
can be found in a num ber of papers (eg. Rhoads 1999; Panaiescu & M eszaros 1999; Sari
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et al. 1999; Kum ar & Panaiescu 2000). Such a uniform ¢t with sharp well de ned edges
shallbe referred to asa top hat’ Et.

However, 2D hydrodynam ical sin ulations of the evolution of a ft that is initially uni-
form wihinh some nie opening angke G ranot et al. 2001) have shown that the lateral
expansion of the gt is an aller than that predicted by the sim ple m odels described above.
T his suggests that the assum ption of lateral expansion at close to the sound soeed In the
com oving fram e, that ism ade In m ost sin ple Etm odels, is not valid. N evertheless, the light
curves calculated from these sim ulations show a sharp Ft break in the light curves, sin ilar

to that seen In m ost afterglow observations, around the tine  dropsto .

2.1. Dynam ics of Structured R elatwistic §ts

C Jearly, it isunrealistic to assum e that the out ow from GRB explosionsw illbe unifom

w ithin som e nite opening angle, outside ofwhich the Lorentz factor, , and energy perunit
solid angle, , decrease very sharply (ie. a top hat’ £t). A m ore realistic situation isthat the
Lorentz factor (LF), the energy density etc. are an ooth functionsofthe angle, , from the £t
axis, and possibly also ofthe distance, r, from the centralsource. T he causality consideration
suggests that the out ow isunlkely to be uniform over large angls, and m oreover it provides
a lin i on how rapidly initial nhom ogeneities can be an oothed out. Let the LF ofthe shell
after elapsed tin e t since the explosion, m easured In the lab frame, be (). The com oving
tin e corresponding to thisis  t= , and the distance traversed by sound waves during this
nterval is ct= c=3" . TherePre, the angular size of a causally connected region is

1=37? , and inhom ogeneities on an angular scale of 4 > !, if present nitially, will
persist; the nhom ogeneities can be an oothed out only when the LF has dropped below jhl .
A s an exam ple, the Jarge angular scale inhom ogeneities for a gt of opening angle 5° start
to decrease only when the buk LF has dropped below 10, or roughly one day after the
explosion (as seen by the observer). It should also be noted that if one were to start wih a
uniform t, ora top-hat pro ke forthe LF or , the large gradient at the edge w ill decrease
w ith tin e and the £t w ill develop angular structure (9. G ranot et al. 2001).

T he rem ainder of this section is devoted to the solution ofthe relativistic hydrodynam ic
equations to describe the evolution of gts from GRBs. The starting point is the relativistic
uid equations (eg. Landau & Lifshiz, 1959):

T =0 ; T =wuu +pg ; @)

where T isthe energy-m om entum tensor foran ideal uid,u isthe 4-velocity ofthe uid,
g isthem etric tensor, p isthe pressure and w = + e+ p is the proper enthalpy density,
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where and e are the proper rest m ass density and Intemal energy density, respectively,
and c= 1 in our units. W e use a spherical coordinate system and assum e the ow possesses
axial symm etry about the z-axis, ie. u ;@=@ = 0. Under these assum ptions the t;r and
com ponents of equation (1) are

e 16 , 1 e
— +—=— @ )+ — =0; 2
e Pt W VI Ta g e W ) @)
1 1 2P
s 28w 22— L wrny+ BT g,
@t r rsin @ Qr r
1 1 1 27,
E(w 2v)+—g(r2w 2vrv)+ - E(sjn w2v2)+—@—p+u=0; @)
Qt r? Qr rsin @ r@ r
wherev, and v arether and componentsofthe uid velocity,and = (1 ¢ V) 7

is the Lorentz factor of the uid. A ssum Ing that pair production has a negligbl e ect on
the rest m ass density, baryon num ber conservation in plies

(u); =&( )+ ;a(r Vi) + @—(sm v)=0 5)
W e assum e an equation of state
~o 1 , 4 +1
p= (* le=—— ) with "~ =— : ©6)

Equations (2){ (6) can be solved together to determ ne the structure and evolution of
the out ow from GRBs. The computation tine, ora 1 GHz clock speed com puter, and
for a m odest resolution In r & coordinate of 100x1000 (in order to kesp the error sm all
In nite di erence schem es) and 5000 tim e steps, is expected to take of order ssveral hours
to com plete one run for one st of niial conditions; for com parison the 2-D relativistic gt
hydrodynam ics calculation of M iller and Hughes, reported in G ranot et al. (2001), took
several hours to days of com putation tin e, for low to m edium resolution runs, to ollow the
evolution for & 10 cbserver days, whilk an even longer com putational tin e was required
for the higher resolution runs. The successfil m odeling of light-curves of a single GRB
to determm ne various param eters requires several thousand runs, and thus the com putation
tin e to m odelone GRB, using a 2-D code, is currently estin ated to range between m onths
to years. Usihg many processors sin ultaneously can help reduce the actual overall tin e
required, but at any rate, this requires a great com putationale ort.
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T he com putation tin e can be drastically decreased by reducing the problem to a 1D
system , by Integrating out the radial dependence for all of the elkvant variables, over the
w idth of the out ow plus the swept up m aterial. T he physical m otivation for this is that
Fts in GRBsare in fact thin shells! Thisprocedure reduces the com puting tin e drastically
w ithout Introducing a signi cant loss of nformm ation as far as the em ergent synchrotron
em ission is concemed; we nd that the lightcurves from a relativistic spherical shock which
has radial structure describbed by the selfsim ilar B landford-M K ee (1976) solution is aln ost
the sam e as In a m odelw here the radial dependences have been integrated out and the shell
thickness is taken to be zero (see Figure 5 of G ranot, Piran & Sardi1999a).

The shock front is a two din ensional surface describbed by r = R ( ;t). The shocked

uid is concentrated In a thin shellof thickness R R=4 ? R fra rehtivistic ow?,

and therefore it m akes sense to integrate all the dependent variables, such asp, w, , etc.,

over the w idth of the shell iIn the radial direction. W e de ne quantities averaged over r, at
a xed and lab frametine t, as ollow s:

Z R Z R Z R
= drr’p ; - drrp 2 ; @ = drrp u ; )
0 0 0
Z R Z R Z R
_u_r= drr2p U, ; . ua,u = drrzpuru ; zﬁz = drrzpuz; 8)
0 0 0
Z Z
aM R aM R
. 2= ar S= A ©)
d 0 d 0

where ¢ and [ are the rest mass per unit solid angle of swept-up m aterial and of the
orighal efcta, respectively, and ; & , are din ensionless correlation coe cients, of order
uniy m agnitude, which are taken to be Independent of tim e. Integration of equation (2)
tin es r?, over the radial interval corresponding to the w idth of the shell, when the shell is
located at R (t), yields
h i sn u , @R
— +

1 @
— = L R)R?— ; 10
et sh @ R cR) Qt {10)

1At a distance r from the center of the explosion, the laboratory fram e radial thickness of the efcta plus
the sweptup shock heated m aterialm oving w ith LF  is r=4 2, whereas its transverse din ension is r e
T herefore the geom etric shape of the system is that ofa thin disk as long as 5 1=4 2.

°Tn fact, even as the ow becom es non-relativistic, we still expect R=R . 0:, as in the Sedov-Taylr
selfsim ilar solution, so that the thin shell approxin ation should still be reasonable.
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where

— + : 11)

— 1 i U, T 2
& - 4 1 @ sn .ud 2% 2 _, 12)
et sin @ R R R

- 1 i a? u,u 1
L, s v, auuw (10 . 13)
@t sin @ R R R @

and the closure relation, given below , is obtained by integrating the equation 2 = 1+ u+ u?,
tin es the pressure p, over the w idth of the shell

7w w= 1 14)

W here 3 1 isa constant factor; ; = 1 corresponds to the assum ption that1 T= 1.
In deriving these equations it was assum ed that the efecta m oves w ith the shodked ISM ,

ie. that the radial and the transverse com ponents of the efcta velocity are sam e as those

ofthe swept up ISM . Under this assum ption the m ass continuiy equation for the efcta and
the shocked ISM are respectively

. o
Co, L B sh 8o _y, 15)
@t sn @ R

€., 1 @ shm ., o LER w6

et sin @ R = et

T he velocity of the shodk front is given by the shodk Jump conditions (B landford &

M Kee 1976): s

AR M) s D2
(pet DD (ps 1)+ 17

Ven = 1 a@7)
where isthe post shock LF .The shock jum p conditions In ply that in the rest fram e
ofthe uid before the shock Which In our case isthe lab fram e), the direction ofthe velocity
of the uid just behind the shodk is always perpendicular to the shock front. In orxder to
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propagate the shock front in tin e, we assum e that the average velocity of the shocked uid
is a good approxin ation for its value jist behind the shodk, and obtain

R 5
R _ o Ve : (18)
et 1+ @ =u,)?

E quations (10)—(18) are solved num erically w ith approprate initial conditions (discussed
below ), to determ ine the evolution ofthe Ft.

22. Initial & boundary conditions

T he initial conditions are chosen at a lab fram e tim e t, after the Intemal shocks have
ended, and before there is a signi cant deceleration due to the swesping up of the extemal
medim . W e Inplem ent a number of di erent Iniial conditions, one of which is that the
Initialenergy (ncluding the rest m ass energy) perunit solid angle, , and the initial Lorentz
factor (m inus 1) are power-law functions of , outside of a core of opening angle .. The
Initial energy perunit solid angl, ( ;§), and the LF for the power-Jaw m odel are

(=0 % 5 (;)=1+ (o, 1) *; (19)

where ( and 4 are the nitialenergy per unit solid anglke and Lorentz factor at the gt axis,
and s

1+ — : 20)

C

Another initial condition we explore isa G aussian pro ke forwhich ( ;§) and ( ;%)
are proportional to exp ( ?=2 2). The Gaussian Ft pro k was mentioned in Zhang &
M eszaros (2001), however they did not calculate the gt dynam ics or lIightcurve forthis case.

Equation (19), or its counterpart for the G aussian case, are applied only as long as
( ;%) > 1d. At larger angles, we assum e a uniform out ow, the param eters of which are
set by the continuiy condition.

W e assum e that the velocity is nitially purely in the radial direction, ie.,
P
v(ie)=0 ; v(;8)= 1 (%) 21)
whilk the nitial radius isgiven by R ( ;%) = to v ( ;8).

T he angular derwvative of all dependent variables excegpt U is zero at the pole and the
equator, whereas @u =Q at the pol is determ ned by the assum ption of axisym m etry, and
at the equator by the re ection symm etry; U vanishes at the pol and at the equator.
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2.3. NumericalR esuls

Equations (10)—(18) are solved using the two step Lax-W endro schem e, to determ ne
the evolution ofthe ¥t, for several di erent choices of nitial conditions. T he num ber of grid
points in the angular directions is taken to be about 2000, and the tim e step is chosen to
satisfy the Courant condiion. The num erical solution respects global energy conservation
to wihin 01% . W e have looked into the dependence of the solution on the value of the
din ensionless correlation param eters ; and ,,and nd oconsistent solutions for ; between
08 and 1, and , approxin ately between 0.9 and 12. O utside of this range of param eters
the code isunstable and the solution unphysical, and the energy conservation isnot satis ed.
Inside this range the solution is not sensitive to the exact value of ; and .

T he evolution of_( )yud (),and () areshown in gures 14 for @;b) = 0,2), 2,0),
(2,2), and for a Gaussian gt. Note that the transverse velocity in the com oving fram e of
the shocked uid, v’ = T, ismuch less than the sound speed, 3 72, throughout much of
the tin ¢, and approaches the sound speed only when the £t Lorentz factor on the axis has
fallen to a value of order a few . C kearly, this result depends on the gradient of the nitialLF
or at the mnitialtine, and therefore the transverse velociy is found to be largest for the
G aussian case, which has the highest gradient of all the m odels we have considered.

The am allvalue orv’ can be understood from equation (13). Ignoring the second order
temm In u , and noticing that the \source tem " for u is the gradient of , we nd that
u ( )Y, where is the angular scale for the variation of or the energy densiy.
Thus, we get an appreciabl transverse velocity in the com oving fram e only when . 1.

Another way of deriving this result is from the shodk jum p conditions, that im ply that
the velocity, vps, of the uid just behind the shock In the rest fram e of the uid before the
shock (the lab fram e In our case) is perpendicular to the shodk front. This in plies that the
angle between 05 and £ (ie. ¥, f£= cos ) satis es

v 1 @R
tan = —= ——: 22)
Vi R d
For a relativistic ow v < L 1 so that v Vi 1 and tan v. Thus we have
v @IhR=Q@ ,andshceR 1 1=2)t,thisinpliesv 3 =R ,orv 1=(% )
andu = v 1=( ), where is the anglke over which vares appreciably. T herefore,

this reproduces the resul of the previous paragraph, as it is easy to show that the angular
scale for the variation of and are sim ilar. From the de nition of (equation 7), we have

PR?2 R pR3=4 ? and since the shock jmp conditions mply 3p=e= 4 2 L R),
this gives ot R)R>=3, ie. isapowerlaw in R 1 1=2 ?)t, and therebPre varies
over the sam e angular scales as
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T he transfer of energy from sn allto Jarge angles over the course of the evolution of the
£t, from highly relativistic to m ildly relativistic regin e, is also found to be an all F ig. 3).

The G aussian initial £t pro ke is a an ooth and m ore realistic version of a top hat’
£t, where the hydrodynam ic quantities are roughly constant within som e typical opening
anglk, and sharply drop outside of this anglke (though they drop an oothly, and not In a step
function as in the top hat’ F£t). W e therefore expect the resuls for an initial G aussian
pro ke to be sin ilar to those of an initial top hat’ £t pro le. The hydrodynam ic evolution
ofthe Jatter hasbeen Investigated using a 2D hydrodynam ic sim ulation (G ranotet al. 2001)
and was found to be quite sim ilar to our results, nam ely the lateral spreading ofthe gt was
much am aller than the prediction of sin ple top hat’ gt m odels, and there was very little
lateral transfer of energy. The fact that our hydrodynam ic resuls for an initial G aussian
pro ke are sin ilar to the resuls of 2D hydrodynam ic sin ulations of an Initial top hat’ gt
pro l, is very reassuring and gives us som e con dence In our num erical schem e.

3. Light-curves

Once the £t dynam ics and the pressure and density of the shocked uid are known,
the synchrotron plus inverse-C om pton am issions are calculated from the fractional energies
contained in the m agnetic eld and relativistic electrons which are param etrized by din en—
sionless numbers z and . resgpectively. The electrons are assum ed to be accelkrated to a
power law distrbbution ofenergies, dN=d ./ _F,promptly behind the shock, and then cool
due to radiative losses and adiabatic cooling. The localem issivity, 3% (the energy em itted
per unit volum e per unit tin e, frequency & solid angle in the com oving fram e), is approx—
In ated by a broken power law, w ith breaks at the cooling frequency, 2, the synchrotron
frequency, ?, and the self absorption frequency, 2. .

D ue to the curvature ofthe £t surface and itsm otion, photons arriving at som e observed
tin e s were em itted at di erent space-tin epoints (r;t) . T he calculation ofafferglow m ulti-
wavelength light-curves takes into acoount approprate integration over equal arrival tin e
surface as given by the follow ing equation for the ux density

@+ 2)?  dxPwmn
£ pl v Al

F o (topsift) tos = (23)
w here prin e denotes quantities in the com oving fram e ofthe uid, A is the direction to the
dbserver (in the lab frame), °is related to the observed frequency by the D oppler shift
relation ie. °= (1+z) @ v 1),z and cre the redshift and lum nosity distance
of the burst, and d‘x is the Lorentz invariant 4-volum e elem ent. The cbserver tine t,4
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is related to the lBb-frame tine t and location of the source rby: tps =t r 1, wih
r N=r@s s+ sn sin gsOs ).

T he lightcurves for the four £t pro lesdescribed n x2 .3 are shown In Figure 5, and the
m icro-physics param eters for the shocked gas can be found in the gure caption. T he average
them alLorentz factorofshock heated protons isgiven by _th (;09=1+" ( ;9=[s( ;D"
1)1 =(_2 s), which tums out to be in very good agreem ent w ith the value one obtains
from shock Jum p conditions.

T he light curves for the G aussian pro l are rather sin ilar to those fora top hat’ Et,
although the &t break for bn axis’ cbservers (s . ) I8 somewhat less sharp for the
G aussian pro J, com pared to a Yop hat’ gt. The gt break ishowever stillsu ciently sharp
to be consistent w ith afterglow observations, in m ost cases.

Fora= 0and b= 2,theenergy perunit solid anglke ( ) is ndependent of , so that after
the decekeration tin e, tye., the light curves or view ng anglkes, s <  gecs oecom e the sam e

as fora spherical ow with energy 4  ; note that frthis ftmodelte. / 5/ 2 and

3=16

obs
gec /' Tpe - These light curves do not show a Ft break, and are therefore not com patble

w ith afterglow lightcurves that have a break.

Fora= 2and b= 0 (ie. / 2 and =oonst, at nital tine), there is a clear
Bt break for g5 & 2 .. The rason for this is that In this case much of the cbserved ux
com es from an all angles around the line of sight and the sharp break resultswhen < Obls .
For os & 7 . there isa attening of the light curve juist before the £t break, due to the
contrbution from the inner parts of the Ft, which is not seen in the ocbservational data.
T his feature provides som e constraint on this gt m odeland isdiscussed in G ranot & Kum ar

(2002).

Fora= b= 2 (ie. ; / ? nitially) the tem poral decay slope before the et break
is steeper oran all s and m ore m oderate for large s, and the m agniude of the increase
In the slope after the steepning of the lightcurve is lJarger for larger 5. If such a correlation
is found in the data, it would provide support for this £t pro . The gt break is an oother
foran all 4,5, and sharper for arge 4,5, m aking it di cult to explain the sharp Ft breaks
and an allinferred s (Or opening angles for top hat’ ts) that have been cbserved in quite
a few afterglow s.

It can be seen that ora= b= 2anda anall o ( 200 or lss), the deceleration tin g,
tyeer Is quite large for large view ing angles, so that the light curve has a risihg part at t < tgec
( g. 5). The fact that this is not seen In afterglow observations provides a lower lin it on
o Or an upper lin its on b, and thus can be used to constrain the structure of the gt. A
m ore detailed analysis of the constraints that can be put on the gt pro ke from ocom parison



{13 {

to afterglow observations is discussed In an acoom panying paper (G ranot & Kum ar 2002).

T he light-curves cbtained for the hydro sim ulation of gts can be reproduced, quantita-
tively, by one orboth oftwo sin ple and extram e m odels, that are described below . Form ore
details on these m odels and their resuls we refer the reader to G ranot & Kum ar (2002).
The two di erent sin ple m odels are referred to asm odel 1 and m odel 2.

In m odel 1, the energy per unit solid angle is assum ed to retain is initial distribution,
( ;9= ( k. This represents the lin ing case where there is very little Jateral transoort
ofenergy. M odel 2 attem pts to m ake the opposite assum ption, that is, it assum es the m ax—
In alaveraging of over the angle that is consistent w ith causality. T he latter is achieved
by averaging over is initial distrloution, over the range in  out to which a sound wave
could have propagated from the Initialtin e ty. T hese two extram e assum ptions are designed
to bracket the expected range of possible behaviors for lateral energy transport. They are
therefore expected to roughly cover the range of cbserved ux which a m ore rigirous treat—
m ent of the gt dynam ics should give. In this sense they serve to quantify the uncertainties
In the ¥t dynam ics and light curves. For both m odels, the Lorentz factor is determ ned by
energy conservation ie.

o) (D+ (07 = (;9: 4)

4. Conclision

W e have carried out hydrodynam ical sin ulations of a relativistic, collin ated, axisym —
m etric out ow propagating into an external m edium . For sin plicity, we used a unifom
density m edium for the calculations presented in this work. H owever, the num erical schem e
developed In this paper is good for any axially sym m etric extemal density distrioution (n—
cluding power law s w ith the distance from the source, etc.). W e have reduced the problam
to a 1D system of partial di erential equations by Integrating over the radial thickness of
the out ow, at a xed lab-fram e tin e, thereby greatly reducing the com putation tin e. The
hydrodynam ical results were used to calculate the synchrotron em ission and lightcurves for
a variety of cbserver anglesw rt. the symm etry axis.

The model for GRB Fts that is described iIn this paper is both rigorous and requires
a very reasonable com putational tim e, thus m aking it a useful tool for the study of GRB
afterglow s. In particular, i can be used In ts to afterglow observations, which can help
constraln the £t pro ¥, the extemal density pro l, and the m icro-physics param eters of
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collisionless relativistic shocks.

W e nd that for gts with an oothly varying energy per unit solid angle and Lorentz
factor, ,themaxinum transverse uid velocity in the com oving fram e of the shocked uid
is typically substantially less than the speed of sound: the peak velocity is of order 1=( )y
w here is the angular scale for the varation of the energy per unit solid angle, or of
T hus large transverse velocities, approaching the sound speed, are realized only when the
energy density varies rapidly with or decreasesto ( )!.Forthe ftpro lesexam ined in
this paper, the largest Jateral velocity occurred for the G aussian pro le, orwhich the initial
gradients were lJargest. In fact, In this case a shock wave In the lateral direction developes
due to the steep nitialangularpro k. Thisdid not occur for the other £t pro ke which had
a m ore m oderate angular dependence.

T he energy per uni solid anglke In the g, , is found to change very slow Iy wih tin e
for all four of the £t m odels we have analyzed, and to a reasonabl approxin ation can be
considered essentially constant in tin e until , along the gt axis, hasdropped to 4, which
corresoonds to about a week since the explosion in the observer fram e (this isalso the time
when the transverse velociy is getting to be of order 02 c).

T herefore, a sinple m odel where the energy per unit solid angle is taken to be tine
Independent, and each elem ent of the gt behaves as if it were part of a spherical ow wih
the same , can serve as a usefil approxin ation for the £t dynam ics, as long as the £t
is su ciently relativistic. A s can be seen from Figure 6, this sin ple m odel indeed seam s
to reproduce the light-curves obtained using the hydrodynam ical simulations quite well
H ow ever, the sin plem odelm ust necessarily breakdow n w hen the transverse velocity becom es
oforder ¢, and the energy density isno longer constant. U nfortunately, this isalso the regin e
when our hydrodynam ical calculation becom es unstable.

W e have calculated the observed light-curves in the R-band for several di erent Ft
angular pro s and view Ing anglkes. W e nd that the light curves for a G aussian £t pro ke
are sin ilar to those fora top hat’ £t (as expected), and com patdble w ith m ost cbserved £t
breaks. The light curves for a £t with a constant energy per unit solid angl, ,but &)
decreasing with , are sin ilar to those for a soherdcal explosion, and thus not applicabl to
cases where we see a £t break in the light curve. For Jet pro ls where nitially / 2
and is either constant or / 2 do produce Et breaks in the light curves, and have the
advantage that these m odels can reproduce the bbserved’ narrow range for the total energy
In GRB relativistic out ows (Panaitescu & Kum ar, 2002; P iran et al. 2001). A com panion
paper G ranot & Kum ar, 2002) discusses som e prelin lnary constraints on £t pro les from
qualitative com parison w ith observations.
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Fig.l | The di erent panels show the evolution ofthe Lorentz factor, ( ;t), the energy per
unit solid angle, ( ;t), and the transverse velocity in the com oving fram e, ¥=c= T , fora Ft
w ith an mitially G aussian pro k¥, ie. & proportionaltoexp( 2=2 2) atthe nitialtime.

The param eters are: . = 0035 radian, ( = 0;§) = 10°°=4 erg/sr, ( = 0;%) = 200,

and the density of the externalm edium is 10 particles per CC . At angles larger than about
65° when dropsbelow 11, the LF and are taken to be Independent of . Note that the
energy per unit solid angl does not change m uch w ith tin e exospt at lJarge angles where it
was an all initially, and we see it Increase w ith tin e. T he sideways expansion of the £t can

be seen in the bottom panel, which show s the edge of the \relativistic £t", ie. the vertical
line w here the transverse velocity drops to zero, which ism oving to lJarger angles w ith tin e;

the $t edge, and itsm otion, can also be seen In the top kft panelas a sharp drop In 1.
T he sharp Jum p in the Jateralvelocity and energy density m ay be understood as a form ation

of a shodk wave In the lateral direction. The num erical schan e we use becom es unstable

when drops below 4 at = 0 or v =c becom es larger than about 04; the LF near the
edge of the £t is close to 1.01 when the code becom es unstable. It should be noted that the
transverse velociy depends on the gradient of the energy density In the transverse direction

and on the value of LF' locally and not along the &t axis. And so our result forthe transverse

velocity { that it rem aines below the sound speed throughout m uch of the gt evolution { is
not com prom ised by the num erical instability. T he lab—fram e-tin e Increases m onotonically

from the curve with an allest v =c to the curve w ith highest v =c (the lower panel), and the
tin e ncreases from the highest to the lowest curves in the top two panels.
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Fig. 2.| The di erent panels show the evolution of the Lorentz factor ( ;b), the energy
per unit solid angle, ( ;t), and the transverse velocity in the com oving frame, ¥=c= U ,
fora twih initial = 1+ 199=1+ 2?=2)and = @1+ 2=2) 'wih ,= 10°=4
erg/sr, and .= 0:02 radian; this nitialpro l correspondstoa= 2 & b= 2 in the notation
ofequation (19). T he density of the extermalm edium is 10 particlkes per CC . N ote that the
m em ory ofthe initial core angle, ., isnoterased w ith tin e, and in fact it rem ains unchanged
untilquite lJate tin es (see top kft panel) . M oreover, the energy per unit solid angle does not
change much with tim e either, exospt at large angles where it was initially am all, and we
see it increase slightly w ith tin e. T he transverse velocity v° (see Iower panel) rem ains quite
an all throughout m uch of the evolution of £t and even at Jate stages is about a factor of 3
an aller than the sound speed; the oscillations seen at early tine in v are alm ost certainly
unphysical and num erical n origin.
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Fig. 3.] Sameas gure2,expectthata= 2 & b= 0ie. mithly = @1+ 2=2) !and
Y ;)= 200,with .= 0:02 radian. See caption for g. 2 for other details. The m inin um
In v atearly times (the two lower curves on the bottom panel) isbecause v is changing sign
from negative values at an all angles to positive values at larger angles and we have plotted
F J. The reason for the negative velocity nearthe gt axis at early tin es isthat in thism odel
the deceleration tim e is Jargest at the pole R gec; thec / = 1+ ?=2) 19); thusthe
pressure integrated over the shell thickness is closeto—zero at the pol and non-zero at large

at tin es much less that the deceleration tin escale at the polk. In this case a pole-ward
transverse ow ensues. At > g4 () the / 2 pro ke dom inates and induces a ow
toward lJarger . At later tim e, m uch greater the deceleration tin e at the pole, the pressure
Integrated over the shell thickness, is indeed largest at the pole, as the referee m entioned, and
the transverse velocity becom es positive everyw here. For @)= (2,1) m odel the transverse
velocity is everyw here positive at all tin es as expected from this argum ent and we have
vari ed this num erically.
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Fig. 4. SameasFigure3,expectthata= 0& b= 2,ie. nitially ( ;&) = 10°=4 erg/sr,
and = 1+ 199=(1+ 2=2),wih .= 002 rad. See caption of Fig. 2 for other details.
N ote that the Ft becom es increasingly spherically symm etric with time in this cass; is
Independent of up to an anglk where shell deceleration has occurred, as in fact we expect
when is independent of angl.
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Fi. 5.| O bserved R -band light-curves for di erent view Ing angles, s, W Xt. the gt axis
are shown for the four £t pro ks presented in Figs. 14; the basic £t m odel param eters
are shown In the top right comer of each panel (see equation 19 for the de nition of a
& b). The ram aining m odel param eters are the sam e for all panels: z = 1, the energy
fraction in electrons and m agnetic eld are respectively .= 05& 5 = 10 *, the powerlaw
Index for electron distrbution p = 25, and a constant extemal density n = 10 an
lightcurves were calculated using the hydrodynam ic sin ulation results shown in gures 14
(see appropriate gure captions for the details of the £t m odels) and equation (23). For

a= b= 2 the tam poraldecay slope before the £t break ism ore m oderate for large 4,5, and

if o isnot very large (200 in this gure) then the deceleration tim e for large ¢ is rather

large. Fora = 2 and b= 0 the &t break is rather sharp (@s seen In cbservations), but at

obs & a few . there isa attening ofthe light curve jist before the £t break which isnot

3. The

Seen In observations).
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Fi. 6.| A oom parison of lightcurves obtained w ith hydro sim ulation of £t (solid line) and
a sin ple gt evolution m odel (dotted-curve) w here the energy per unit solid angl is assum ed
to be tin e ndependent. The niial Et model is a powerdaw pro wih a= 2,b= 2 and

¢ = 1d4° (see equation 19 for the de nition ofa, b & ), and the obsarver location w rkt.
the £t axis, s, IS given In each panel. A 1l the other param eters for the calculation are
sameasih gure 5 (see the caption for details). For clarity the observed ux for the sinple

m odel has been muliplied by a factor 2.



